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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 50, 51, 60, 61, 66, 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipate by Perkins (US 6,106,457). 

Regarding claim 50: Perkins teaches a method for printing time-based media 
(the hard copy of the time based video of fig. 43, column 35, lines 60-67, column 33, 
lines 35-40), the method comprising: receiving time-based media from an external 
source (column 33, lines 35-65); processing the time-based media to determine a 
printed representation of the time-based media and an electronic representation of the 
time-based media (column 35, lines 50-67), the processing performed at least in part 
within a printing system (PC 1012 of the system shown in fig. 35, fig. 35 excluding 732A 
is the printing system) and in part within a network device (732A, fig. 35, digital video 
processing engine, fig. 34) coupled to the printing system via a network, wherein the 
processing comprises recognizing content contained with the time based media 
(recognizing each digital image of interest, column 33, lines 10-20) and producing the 
printed representation based on the recognized content (column 50, lines 50-67); 
producing a printed output that corresponds to the printed representation of the time- 
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based media (column 35, lines 50-67); and producing an electronic output that 
corresponds to the electronic representation of the time-based media (e.g., stored in a 
server, column 34, lines 45-65). 

Regarding claim 51 : Perkins teaches wherein the time-based media are 
received via a single communication interface (796, fig. 35). 

Regarding claim 60: Perkins teaches wherein the interface comprises an. 
embedded video recorder (fig. 34), wherein the external source of media is a series of 
images captured by embedded the video recorder, converted into an electrical format, 
and then provided to the media processing system. 

Regarding claim 61 : Perkins teaches wherein the interface comprises an 
embedded audio recorder (column 33, lines 55-65, column 31, lines 5-20), wherein the 
external source of media is a series of sounds that are converted into an electrical 
format by the embedded audio recorder and then provided to the media processing 
system. 

Regarding claim 66: Perkins wherein the electronic output system is coupled to 
a speaker system and sends an audio signal to the speaker system (inherent properties 
of playing audio, column 35, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 67: Perkins teaches wherein producing the electronic output 
comprises generating a video signal for playback by a display system (fig. 43). 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-6, 9, 10, 14, 15, 21-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730). 

Regarding claim 1 : Perkins teaches a system (e.g., fig. 35) for printing time- 
based media (time based captured video images, column 33, lines 35-40, column 35, 
lines 50-55, fig. 43), the system comprising: an interface (796, column 31, lines 5-20) for 
receiving time-based media from an external source (732 A, column 31, lines 5-10), a 
network (column 31, lines 55-67) including a printing system (the printing system that 
allows a hard copy to be made, column 35, lines 50-55) and a network device (PC 
1012, column 35, lines 40-45), a media processing system (the software of the PC) 
coupled to the interface to receive the time-based media, the media processing system 
configured to recognized content contained within the time based media (recognized the 
image in a data file, column 35,lines 40-45) and determined a printed representation of 
the time-based media based on the recognized content (sending the right image to the 
printer, column 35, lines 50-55) and an electronic representation of the time-based 
media (the data to be transferred to other system such as a PC, column 34, lines 27-35) 
corresponding to the printed representation, wherein the media processing system 
resides at least in part on the network device (the system includes the software of the 
PC); a printed output system (the printer that prints the hard copy of column 35, lines 
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60-67) in communication with the media processing system to receive the printed 
representation, the printed output system producing a corresponding printed output from 
the printed representation of the time-based media (reviewed and approved video 
images, column 35, lines 50-55); and an electronic output system (e.g., the computers 
of the central network, column 34, lines 35-50) in communication with the media 
processing system to receive the electronic representation, the electronic output system 
producing a corresponding electronic output (the image that is being stored in the 
central network, fig. 35, column 34, lines 60-67) from the electronic representation of the 
time-based media. 

Perkins does not teach the media processing system is at least in part on the 
printing system. 

Ishii, in the same area of printing video images from a PC (column 1 , lines 10- 
20), teaches in order for the printer receives with the PC, there must be a media 
processing device (video processing circuit, fig. 2, column 6, lines 55-60) in the printer 
for receiving the video images. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Ishii to include: connecting the printer 
to the PC and providing a media processing device in the printer such that the printer is 
capable of receiving video images form the PC. 

Note: the media processing device in the PC and the printer form the media 
processing system. 
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Regarding claim 2: Perkins teaches wherein the network device is a personal 
computer (1012, fig. 35). 

Regarding claim 3: Perkins teaches wherein the network is a local area network 
(column 35, lines 45-46). 

Regarding claim 4: Perkins teaches a remote external service system (fig. 34) 
coupled to the network, the external service system in communication with the media 
processing system for performing at least some processing steps for the time-based 
media. 

Regarding claim 5: Perkin teaches wherein the external service system is 
coupled to Internet (column 35, lines 45-50). 

Although Perkins does not disclosed the LAN is connected to the Internet; it is 
well known in the art to connected LAN to Internet such that the system on the LAN 
would be able to communicate with other networks world-wide (official notice). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have connect the LAN onto Internet such that 
Perkins system would be able to communicate with other systems world-wide. 

Regarding claim 6: Perkins teaches wherein the interface comprises a single 
communication interface allowing the system to be communicatively coupled to an 
electronic device, the electronic device providing the time-based media to the system 
(fig. 35). 
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Regarding claims 9, 10: Perkins does not teach wherein the external source is a 
media broadcaster, and wherein the interface comprises a media broadcast receiver 
that can be tuned to a media broadcast. 

However, Perkins in other embodiment, realized that it is an advantage to use 
radio signal for data transmitting (column 37, lines 40-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Perkins's system to include: wherein 
the external source is a media broadcaster, and wherein the interface comprises a 
media broadcast receiver that can be tuned to a media broadcast. 

The reason of doing so would have provided convenient for the user without 
having to be restricted by wires. 

Note: media broadcaster and a receiver tunes to the broadcast frequency is 
inherent in radio communications. 

Regarding claim 14: Perkins teaches wherein the interface comprises an 
embedded video recorder (fig. 34), wherein the external source of media is a series of 
images captured by embedded the video recorder, converted into an electrical format, 
and then provided to the media processing system. 

Regarding claim 15: Perkins teaches wherein the interface comprises an 
embedded audio recorder (column 33, lines 55-65, column 31, lines 5-20), wherein the 
external source of media is a series of sounds that are converted into an electrical 
format by the embedded audio recorder and then provided to the media processing 
system. 
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Regarding claim 21: Perkins wherein the electronic output system is coupled to 
a speaker system and sends an audio signal to the speaker system (inherent properties 
of playing audio, column 35, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 22: Perkins teaches wherein the electronic output system 
comprises an embedded sound player for generating the audio signal (inherent 
properties of playing audio, column 35, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 23: Perkins teaches the PC is used on Internet (column 35, 
lines 45-50). It is well known in the art that a PC on Internet comprises an embedded 
web page display (official notice). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Perkins to include: an embedded web 
page display such that the PC can be used on Internet. 

Regarding claim 24: Perkins teaches wherein the media processing system 
comprises an embedded multimedia server (at least a display and video, column 33, 
lines 50-65). 

Regarding claim 25: Perkins teaches wherein the media processing system 
comprises an embedded audio encryption module (column 34, lines 49-60). 

Regarding claim 26: Perkins teaches wherein the media processing system 
comprises an embedded video encryption module (column 34, lines 49-60). 

Regarding claim 27: Perkins teaches wherein the media processing system 
comprises an embedded audio sound localization module (column 35, lines 10-15). 
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Regarding claim 28: Perkins teaches wherein the media processing system 
comprises an embedded video motion detection module (column 34, lines 1-20) 

Regarding claim 29: Perkins teaches, wherein the network device includes a 
user interface that provides information to a user about at least one of the printed 
representation and the electronic representation of the time-based media, the user 
interface further accepting input from a user to cause the media processing system to 
modify at least one of the printed representation and the electronic representation of the 
time-based media (column 35, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 30: Perkins teaches wherein the media processing system 
determines at least one of the printed representation and the electronic representation 
with assistance from an external computing device column 35, lines 33-38). 

5. Claims 55, 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perkins (US 6,106,457). 

Regarding claims 55, 56: Perkins does not teach wherein the external source is 
a media broadcaster, and wherein the interface comprises a media broadcast receiver 
that can be tuned to a media broadcast. 

However, Perkins in other embodiment, realized that it is an advantage to use 
radio signal for data transmitting (column 37, lines 40-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Perkins's system to include: wherein 
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the external source is a media broadcaster, and wherein the interface comprises a 
media broadcast receiver that can be tuned to a media broadcast. . 

The reason of doing so would have provided convenient for the user without 
having to be restricted by wires. 

Note: media broadcaster and a receiver tunes to the broadcast frequency is 
inherent in radio communications. 

6. Claims 7, 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) as applied to claim 1 
and further in view of Seaman et al (US 5,682,33). 

Regarding claims 7, 8: Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises a 
media input device is a CD reader. 

Seaman, in the same area of providing PC with video images (column 3, lines 2- 
20), teaches it is well known in the art since at least 1993 that the video data supplied to 
a PC would come from reading a CD in CD drive/interface (column 2, lines 20-30, 
column 3, lines 2-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises a media input device is a CD reader. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Seaman because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; and (b) using 
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a well known method of storing and obtaining video is an advantage because it would 
provide user with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have 
invested lots of money and time to improve and research on the well known method. 

7. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) as applied to claim 1 and 
further in view of Petitto et al. (US 5,774,260). 

Regarding claim 1 1 : Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises an 
embedded device selected from a group consisting of: an embedded heat sensor, an 
embedded humidity sensor, an embedded National Weather Service radio alert 
receiver, and an embedded TV Emergency Broadcast System (EBS) alert monitor. 

Petitto, in the same area of printing users of video images, teaches video images 
include images sensed by heat sensors (column 5, lines 1-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises embedded heat sensor. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Petitto because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; and (b) it 
would have provided more usage for Perkins system as taught by Petitto in column 4, 
lines 60-67, column 5, lines 1-10. 
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8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) as applied to claim 1 and 
further in view of Conway (US 5,444,476) 

Regarding claim 12: Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises a 
embedded screen capture hardware. 

Conway, in the same area of providing users with video images, teaches it is well 
known in the art to provide a screen capture hardware for generating video images 
(column 2, lines 5-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises a embedded screen capture hardware. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Conway because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; and (b) using 
a well known method of obtaining video is an advantage because it would provide user 
with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have invested lots of 
money and time to improve and research on the well known method. 

9. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) as applied to claim 1 and 
further in view of Hon (US 4,907,973). 
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Regarding claim 13: Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises an 
ultrasonic pen capture device. 

Hon, in the same area of providing users with video images, teaches it is well 
known in the art to provide a ultrasonic pen capture device for generating the video 
image frames to be view on a computer (fig. 9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises ultrasonic pen capture device. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Hon because: (a) it 
would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; (b) using a well 
known method of storing and obtaining video is an advantage because it would provide 
user with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have invested lots 
of money and time to improve and research on the well known method; and (c) it would 
have provided more usage for Perkins system. 

10. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) as applied to 
claim 1 and further in view of Cundiff, Sr. (US 6,466,534). 

Regarding claims 16 and 17: Perkins does not teach wherein the electronic 
output system is configured to write the electronic representation to a removable media 
storage device and wherein the removable storage device is selected from a group 
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consisting of: a DVD, a video cassette tape, a CD, an audio cassette tape, a flash card, 
a computer disk, an SD disk, and a computer-readable medium. 

Cundiff, in the same area of storing video images, teaches it is well known in the 
art to store video images in a CD (column 1 , lines 25-45) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
electronic output system is configured to write the electronic representation to a 
removable media storage device and wherein the removable storage device is a CD. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Cundiff because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to store the video data; (b) using a well 
known method of storing and obtaining video is an advantage because it would provide 
user with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have invested lots 
of money and time to improve and research on the well known method; and (c) it would 
have provided more usage for Perkins system. 

1 1 . Claims 18, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) Cundiff, Sr. (US 
6,466,534) and Fujita et al (US 5,903,538). 

Regarding claims 18, 19: Perkins as modified by Cundiff teaches storing the 
video from the PC to a CD, see discussion of claims 16 and 17 
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Perkins does not teach output system comprises a handling mechanism to 
accommodate a plurality of removable storage device, and wherein the handling 
mechanism is a tray. 

Fujita, in the same area of storing video images, teaches it is well known in the 
art to store video images in a CD (column 1 , lines 25-45) at a handling mechanism to 
accommodate a plurality of removable storage device, and wherein the handling 
mechanism is a tray (fig. 6). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: a handling 
mechanism to accommodate a plurality of removable storage device, and wherein the 
handling mechanism is a tray. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Fujita because it 
would have made the management and operation of high volume data possible as 
taught by Fujita at column 1 , lines 20-25. 

12. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) in view of Ishii et al (US 5,093,730) as applied to claim 1 and 
further in view of Howald (US 6,153,667). 

Regarding claim 20: Perkins does not teach wherein the electronic output 
system comprises a media writer selected from a group consisting of: a disposable 
media writer and a self-destructing media writer. 



Application/Control Number: 10/814,948 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2625 

Howald, in the same area of printing, teaches it is well known in the art to print 
with a media writer wherein the electronic output system is a disposable media writer 
(column 4, lines 60-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
electronic output system comprises a media writer selected from a group consisting of: 
a disposable media writer and a self-destructing media writer. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Hon because: (a) 
using a well known method printing is an advantage because it would provide user with 
a reliable method printing that others have invested lots of money and time to improve 
and research on the well known method. 

13. Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) in view as applied to claims 50 and further in view of Petitto et al. 
(US 5,774,260). 

Regarding claim 57: Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises an 
embedded device selected from a group consisting of: an embedded heat sensor, an ' 
embedded humidity sensor, an embedded National Weather Service radio alert 
receiver, and an embedded TV Emergency Broadcast System (EBS) alert monitor. 

Petitto, in the same area of printing users of video images, teaches video images 
include images sensed by heat sensors (column 5, lines 1-10). 



Application/Control Number: 10/814,948 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2625 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises embedded heat sensor. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Petitto because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; and (b) it 
would have provided more usage for Perkins system as taught by Petitto in column 4, 
lines 60-67, column 5, lines 1-10. 

14. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) as applied to claim 50 and further in view of Conway (US 
5,444,476) 

Regarding claim 58: Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises a 
embedded screen capture hardware. 

Conway, in the same area of providing users with video images, teaches it is well 
known in the art to provide a screen capture hardware for generating video images 
(column 2, lines 5-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises a embedded screen capture hardware. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Conway because: 
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(a) it would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; and (b) using 
a well known method of obtaining video is an advantage because it would provide user 
with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have invested lots of 
money and time to improve and research on the well known method. 

15. Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perkins 
et al. (US 6,106,457) as applied to claim 50 and further in view of Hon (US 4,907,973). 

Regarding claim 59: Perkins does not teach wherein the interface comprises an 
ultrasonic pen capture device. 

Hon, in the same area of providing users with video images, teaches it is well 
known in the art to provide a ultrasonic pen capture device for generating the video 
image frames to be view on a computer (fig. 9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
interface comprises ultrasonic pen capture device. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Hon because: (a) it 
would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; (b) using a well 
known method of storing and obtaining video is an advantage because it would provide 
user with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have invested lots 
of money and time to improve and research on the well known method; and (c) it would 
have provided more usage for Perkins system. 
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1 6. Claims 62, 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) as applied to claim 50 and further in view of Cundiff, Sr. 
(US 6,466,534). 

Regarding claim 62, 63: Perkins does not teach wherein the electronic output 
system is configured to write the electronic representation to a removable media 
storage device and wherein the removable storage device is selected from a group 
consisting of: a DVD, a video cassette tape, a CD, an audio cassette tape, a flash card, 
a computer disk, an SD disk, and a computer-readable medium. 

Cundiff, in the same area of storing video images, teaches it is well known in the 
art to store video images in a CD (column 1 , lines 25-45) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
electronic output system is configured to write the electronic representation to a 
removable media storage device and wherein the removable storage device is a CD. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Cundiff because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to store the video data; (b) using a well 
known method of storing and obtaining video is an advantage because it would provide 
user with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have invested lots 
of money and time to improve and research on the well known method; and (c) it would 
have provided more usage for Perkins system. 
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17. Claims 52, 53, 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) as applied to claim 50 and further in view of Cundiff, 
Sr. (US 6,466,534). 

Regarding claims 52, 53, 54: Perkins does not teach wherein the video data and 
audio data (column 33, lines 35-65) are received from a DVD reader/CD reader. 

Cundiff, in the same area of storing video images, teaches it is well known in the 
art to store and receive audio and video images from a DVD reader (column 1 , lines 25- 
45) to a PC. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the video 
data and audio data (column 33, lines 35-65) are received from a DVD reader/CD 
reader. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Cundiff because: 
(a) it would have given user more options of how to obtain the video data; (b) using a 
well known method of storing and obtaining video is an advantage because it would 
provide user with a reliable method of storing and obtaining video that others have 
invested lots of money and time to improve and research on the well known method; 
and (c) it would have provided more usage for Perkins system. 
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18. Claims 64, 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perkins et al. (US 6,106,457) as applied to claim 50 and further in view of Howald (US 
6,153,667). 

Regarding claims 64, 65: Perkins does not teach wherein the electronic output 
system comprises a media writer which is a disposable media writer and a self- 
destructing media writer. 

Howald, in the same area of printing, teaches it is well known in the art to print 
with a media writer wherein the electronic output system is a disposable media writer 
and a self-destructing media writer (column 4, lines 60-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was make to have modified Perkins to include: wherein the 
electronic output system comprises a media writer which is a disposable media writer 
and a self-destructing media writer. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was make to have modified Perkins by the teaching of Hon because: (a) 
using a well known method printing is an advantage because it would provide user with 
a reliable method printing that others have invested lots of money and time to improve 
and research on the well known method. 

Response to Arguments 

1 9. Applicant's arguments filed 2/24/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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With respect to applicant's argument that the printer of Ishii only perform 
processing such as decoding, transcoding, scaling which are different from the claimed 
media processing because the claimed media processing is performed on the content of 
the time-based media; the processing as claimed uses content recognition on the time 
based media to produce the printed representation based on the recognized content; 
has been considered. 

In reply: The examiner has not found the limitation in the claims that would 
indicate the processing part of the print system that would perform any processing other 
than decoding, transcoding, scaling etc. The claims is not clear of what kind of 
processing is being carried out in particular, by the print system. The claim is claiming 
wherein the media processing system resides at least in part on the printing system and 
at least in part on the network device. 

In other words, the claim could be interpreted as the process that involves 
content recognition on the time based media is resided in the network device (see 
column 34, lines 1-20, column 33, lines 14-17, Perkins, the system would be able to 
recognized the image of interest and processed the image, also see column 36, lines 1- 
6) and the decoding, transcoding, and scaling are resided at least in part on the printing 
system such as the printer of Ishii. 

20. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Conclusion 



21 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to King Y. Poon whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7440. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on 571-272-7402. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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